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Comptroller Genernl 157187
of the United States

Washiagton, D.O. 20548

Decision

Matter of: Skyline Industries, Inc.

File: B-257343
Date: July 18, 1994
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"thegégrms%of rquést for

Y', -r,,, €.
quotatlonsﬁﬂRFQ) No.fYPG940830008 5L0805)églssuedﬂby the
Defenseg}ogisticsﬁhgencyéyforﬁthe'purchase of 384seat
bstEomicovers.” Skyllne*protests ‘that theasollcitatlon lacks

‘&i8nt, detai

!to“ablow offerorslto prepare thelr quotes

under RFQ No. YPG94045000958 (.
additionaly fquan ft‘ms-e"a't (covers? u31ng"¥the same R
spEHﬂficatlon FandRtechnicafaat s paéﬁﬁﬁé. NeitRETEREQ
€stablisneaafclos NG datefor Enetireceipt Criqiictatiions,
but the convractlng ofﬁacer 1nformed Skyline durld”ﬁher oral
sokﬁgltatlon hat@the requiremen s we;e]urgentr nd%that
gu otetﬂghsgﬁere expectedffas qulckly‘EE;pos51ble Oong.
MATCH? 22 SKyIineFsubmittedgt oREne a gencx im3 a
léff@k thh quoteq!a unlt,prlceqbggﬁs ‘He- 583
cm.rerstf’""‘r £ ‘s;multaneouslytprotested
theﬁRFQﬂs spec1f;cat10ns. efdid not provide the
agencﬁgelther ‘a“written' quote‘or ‘a protest in response to
RFQ” 0805;w1nstead, ‘Skyline orally glioted the same unit
prlce Yot '$62750 for’ thatéprocurement's seat covers. Skyline
lesarned on May 17, through a government contract abstract
service, that a lower-priced offeror had received the awards
underi'doth RFQs, Trat day, Skyline protested both RFQs’
specifications to our Office.

)
We dismiss as untimeély Skyline’s protest of the
specificatlons of RFQ -0605.

Our Bld Protest Réghlatlons requlre.that pﬁ%tests baébo upon
alleged 1mpropriet1es in a sollc1tatlon which are apparent
prior to the closing date for receipt of initial proposals
shall be filed, either wi.h our Office or with the procuring
agency, prior to the closing date for receipt of initial



o 158187
progésgls”& 4 C F, R.ﬁ§ 21, 2(a) (1994) There is"an
exceptfon to this timeliness rule where, as here, there was
no} formal ‘or, 1nformal c1051ng date for, the recelpt ‘of
proposala and ‘the’ time for recelpt was practlcalln
simu=t neous with the 'solicitation itself. See iAmpex Corp.,
B-19052%j Mar. 16,L1978, 78-1 cpD 1 212, Under ‘'such
circumstances, thejjprotest’ér must file its protest of the
specifications elther with the contracting agency or with
our ‘Office within 10 WOrklng days of the eollc1tat10n. Id.
In thls*c%Skylliinieéfdlid not’%"protestwh ’?{:ef“?&s ‘Of RFQ -0805
withf“”lowaays“of the”Marc q;zg‘hﬁ:gﬁsolicitatlon,kelther to
our; Offlcé?or o th contractxng agency, as waswdone with
réSpect;: td?RFQ§~0958 thﬁ*ﬁ“kylfh@“may hav%ﬁbrally
obje‘dﬁed,RFQ'“ 080.: whenggivings itsgtelephonlc quotation,
Federal-Acquilsition Regulat15ﬁ3§ 33¥I0 1@ Mposes 2 | .
requirement for.written protests,,whlch Skyllne ‘did ifor one
REQ, biit notithé“é?ﬁergﬁ ‘See !THomasz/Shidler Investment

grg,,WB~250855;*B 250855, 2, Feb, 23,1993, 93-1-CPD 9 170.
Thus,wSkyll““wHid not effectively protest the terms-of
RFQ -0805 un 1I‘ it filed a protest with™Gur Office “on
May 17..% Slnce%thls protest was filed more than 10 ‘days
after . the agencyes oral solicitation, Skyline’s protest of
RFQ -0805 is. untlmely and must be dismissed. OQur dismissal
of Skyline’ s,protest of RFQ -0805 does not affect its
protest of RFQ -0958, which will be the subject of a future

decision (B~2 40)

.-q. /1

fc A
Guy Pietrovito
Acting Assistant General Counsel

!This requirement is applieable to an RFQ issued under small
purchase procedures. Metropolitan Fed. Network, B-23209%,
Nov. 21, 158, 88-2 CPD 1 485.
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